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Dear Harold, 

Not much has happened recently. I got a return of my letter to the National Insider 
with the last papagraph circled and a handwritten note: "answer is still the same — for 
the 3rd time — we don’t have any — Roland Forte." I am quite anry about this and would 
appreciate ideas as to where to go from here. It is hard for me to believe that they 
have no# files of either back issues (like an archives) or of photos they have published. 

I just refuse to believe that even a crap sheet like that would not keep file copies of 
at least the photos . This guy Forte , however , seems useless . Who should I try to approach — 
the publisher? His replies, as you knew, have been totally unresponsive to my requests for 
a copy of the photo in their files. This could be important — one never knows. She is 
described as a "mystery woman seen in Mexico City with Oswald." 

Enclosed is a letter to Paul Rothermel. I sent him a big pile of things, hoping to 
get him thinking about some of these people, and perhaps supplying seme information . 

Also enclosed is a short memo which has nothing of importance, but which sets the 
record straight in one area. It is always good to have negative reports as well as pos- 
itive ones , if for no other reason than to help rule things out and then be able to focus 
on important things. 

When did you first see Garrison f s copy of the Z film? I remember you mentioning to 
me that there were color changes in it and that you suspected that LIFE had spliced several 
parts of different copies of the film together and given Jim a rotten version of the . film 
At the time, you maHe a comment about the fact that the N.O. people hadn’t even realized the 
low quality of the merchandise they had been given. A little later, when telling me about 
how Mark had added to the public record proof that Jim had violated the agreement with LIFE 
by saying that he had seen the film and saying that it was clear, he had badly misdescribed 
the film and said that it was a good copy. Did you tell me about this last summer, last 
Christmas , or in a phone conversation? Do you remember when? Also , I thought that you 
wrote me about this in a letter besides telling me. Do you have any idea when this could 
have been. Did Matt see or observe any of these things, or did anyone else? 

The reason I have posed the above questions concerns a recent dispute. In a letter to 
Fred at seme time or another when we were discussing thh Farewell America copy of the Z ^ film 
and its possible source, I noted that it should be easy to tell if it were Garrison 1 s since 
you had spotted color changes in it and suspected that LIFE had made a ^composite 

film for Jim. Dave Lifton, who at present is raving to an intolerable degree, decided that 
I was repeating a lie of yours which was fabricated after you hearing about Fred’s "discover- 
ies" from me, in order to enable you to take credit for things. Besides the fact that ^ this 
is craziness and exaggeration of psychotic proportions , it is patently false in its initial 
proposition anyway. I would like to be able to lay this out clearly for Fred and get him to 
further dissociate from Dave by giving a complete expanation of when you saw the film, when 
you told me about it, etc. I hoped to do this easily by locating a letter you, I am certain, 
wrote me about it, but going through yhort letters during late 1968 and early 1969 (not an 
easy task — you sent me much info and long letters) I was unable to find it. Instead, there- 
fore, I would like to just given an explanation time-wise as to when you found out, when 
you saw the film, and approximately when you told me. Dave has really gone out on a limb 
on this one and has staked him own reputation against yours on it, and I would like to 


credit him in front of Fred in a clear cut fashion. I know that you feel that it would 
be best to dissociate from Fred as well as Dave, but Fred doee much work, and has the 
technical skills to do much work and apparently the time also. Some of his work, whether 
he uses it correctly or not (i.e. PROBE) is very useful, both in terms of what he discovers, 
and more important, what he shows and proves (ie. 133 A and B in slide form are excellent 
for public appearances and TV and convincing skeptics). Dave has already hurt his case 
against you and me badly by charging that I let Fred know about there having been an Amy 
Intelligence man in the TSBD, and then asked if I had also violated confidence and told you, 
and if you would claim credit! I ripped him to pieces for that by pointing out that I prob- 
ably Sound the Powell reports before he did, both Sprague and I have been investigating and 
trying to locate Powell, I have it on a slide and have used it publicly for at least two 
years in that form, and even Tink printed the initial SS report in the appendix to his book 
(for another reason). Dave T s claim that he told me about an Amy Intelligence man (no name 
given, but it was Powell he meant) in the TSBD on the phone and then I broached confidence 
was out of hand. So what he had to do was to withdraw and throw everything into the color 
change thing which, even if he was correct he had to blow way out of proportion. So, I hope 
that you will have time to jot down when you saw Garrison T s film version, and about when you 
might have told me about it. Fred’s beginning to realize a few things about Dave, and also 
I think that I am much more rational . than he is, and the final coup would be to shoot Dave 
down oh this. 

My parents wrote that they have seen nothing about any lawsuit against Spector. Can you 
give# more exact derails as to the time. I will write Vince about it. 

I have a guy who I think is going to begin looking into the Killgallen murder soon and 
get the news accounts , plus try to see what else he can find out . He is interested in 
it, will be in NY City, and doesn’t knww the case well enough to do too much else. .Besides, 
it is sometimes better to give someone who might get mmre deeply involved in investigating 
something he like to do first. 

It looks like we won our little battle with the neighbors. Based on my arguments and. 
letter , they have dropped the charges , and in fact , decided that charges based on an inci- 
dent related to the charges of public nuisance concerning someone riding a motorcycle on 
the sidewalk will be dropped, and think that the neighbors are the public nuisance, not 
us or the other students! Things are a good deal quieter now. 

I am getting the guys in Seattle to put together a Crisman memo so that well will have 
a record of all that tripe. 

I got a bizarre post card from Bud from Dallas , showing a picture of the wax museum 
statues of LBJ taking the oath of office. It reads: "Great spot for a parade." 

George Rennar of the Washington State CCI told me that Bud swore up and down to him that 
he believes that Lawrence, CRisman, Bradley, etc.- are important in the assassination* 

He aldo said that Boxley was OK which is something new for me. Naturally, Turner is 100% 

OK. The Boxley thing is surprising to me at least. 

If you were going to interview Bradley, what would you afek him? In strictest confidence 
I tell you that I know someone who is able to but who has requested that his identity or 
his contacts with Bradley be concealed . He has run out of questions . This would provide 
info as well as provide at least a weak test for Bradley. Personally, of course, I assume 
that Bradley is probably a Turner-Boxley frameup, and the memos Vince got from the staff 
in NO suggest it strongly. But he could be the source of valuble info on the right wing. 

Well, I T d better go now. Best wishes. 


V CO 



